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SOME  ANGLO-INDIAN  WORTHIES  OP  THE 
SEVENTEENTH  CENTURY. 

BY  LAVINIA  MARY  ANSTEY. 

(Continued  from  Vol.  XXXIV.  p.  176.) 

No.  IV. 

JOHN  SMITH. 

John  Smith,  the  fourth  of  our  “  Worthies,”  resembles  William  Jearsey,  the  fiery  chief - 
of  Masulipatam1  rather  than  either  Walter  Clavell  or  Ambrose  Salisbury,  his  contemporaries 
in  Bengal.  Like  Jearsey,  Smith,  as  head  of  a  subordinate  factory,  openly  defied  his  superi¬ 
ors,  was  dismissed  the  service,  refused  to  return  to  England,  and  turned  ‘interloper.’  Here, 
however,  the  resemblance  ends,  for  Smith  had  no  powerful  supporters  among  those  in  office, 
and  his  attempt  at  independent  trading  ended  prematurely  and  disastrously. 

The  first  mention  of  John  Smith  in  the  Records  of  the  East  India  Company  is  on  the 
I8th  October,  1667,  when  he  was  elected  by  a  Court  of  Committees  to  serve  as  a  factor  in 
the  Bay  of  Bengal  at  a  salary  of  £20  per  annum.  In  this  capacity  he  was  obliged  to  give 
security  for  £1000.  His  sponsors  were  “James  Smith  of  Withington  in  Salop,  Clerk,”  and 
Matthew  Shepherd.2  The  former,  who  was  incumbent  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  Withington, 
from  1654  to  1684  was  probably  a  relative.3 

John  Smith  sailed  to  India  in  one  of  the  five  ships  sent  to  Madras  in  1668, 4  probably 
in  the  Blackamore,  with  Richard  Edwards,  another  newly  elected  factor.  Fort  St.  George 
was,  at  this  time,  in  a  state  of  turmoil  owing  to  the  actions  of  Sir  Edward  Winter,  the  late 
Agent,  who,  for  over  two  years  had  defied  the  Company,  had  ignored  their  orders  for  his 
return  to  England,  and  had  imprisoned  his  successor,  Sir  George  Foxcroft.  While  the 
“  Commissioners”  empowered  to  reduce  the  mutinous  Sir  Edward  to  obedience  were  carry¬ 
ing  out  their  instructions,  the  ships,  with  the  Company’s  junior  servants  destined  for 
Bengal,  sailed  to  Masulipatam.  Here  they  were  detained  by  bad  weather,  and  were  unable 
to  land  their  passengers  at  Balasor  until  early  in  1669. 

Smith  appears  to  have  been  immediately  ordered  to  Hugh,  where  he  arrived  on  the  5th 
March,5  leaving  Edwards  at  Balasor.  The  two  had  apparently  struck  up  a  friendship 
during  the  voyage  from  England  and  had  already  arranged  to  assist  each  other  in  private 
trade.  Smith  lost  no  time  in  buying  and  selling  on  his  own  and  Edwards’  account  at 
Hugh,  where  he  had  temporary  charge  of  the  Company’s  factory,  with  a  “  diet  allowance” 
of  Rs.  30  per  month.6  He  began  with  some  sword  blades,  but  considered  that  the  price 
offered  by  the  local  governor  was  too  low.7 

In  April,  1669,  Edwards  was  sent  to  Kasimbazar  to  join  Thomas  Jones3,  another  of 
the  Company’s  newly-arrived  servants,  while  Smith  accompanied  John  March  on  a  special 
mission  to  Dacca.9  March  was  selected  by  Shem  Bridges,  head  of  affairs  in  Bengal,  to 
plead  the  cause  of  the  English  to  the  Nawab  Shaista  Khan  and  to  endeavour  to  obtain 

1  See  ante.,  vol.  xxxiv.  pp.  163,  286  ff.  2  Court  Minutes,  vol.  26,  fols.  48,  68,  74. 

3  The  Shropshire  Parish  Registers  mention  James,  Joseph,  Mary  and  Rachel  as  children  of  the 

Rev.  James  Smith,  but  there  is  no  record  of  any  child  of  the  name  of  John. 

4  Letter  Book,  vol.  4.  5  0.  C.  No.  3255. 

6  0.  C.  No.  3282.  7  O.  C.  No.  3255. 

8  O,  C.  No.  3264.  »  0.  C.  Nos.  3265,  3272. 
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redress  from  the  grievances  imposed  on  the  Company’s  servants  by  Malik  Kasim,  the  native 
governor  at  Hugh.  A  halt  was  made  at  Kasimbazar  and  Dacca  was  reached  about  the  end 
of  May.10  Six  weeks  later  March  wrote  to  Edwards  that  “  Business  goes  on  soe  slowly  in 
this  cursed  Durbar/’  that  it  would  be  another  month  before  he  could  accomplish  his 
mission  and  be  ready  to  “return  for  Cassambazar/’  when  he  should  leave  John  Smith  in 
charge  of  the  Company’s  investments  at  Dacca.11  At  the  same  time  Smith  himself  wrote  to 
Edwards,  posing  as  a  champion  of  the  Company’s  rights.  He  regretted  that  Roger 
Broadnax  was  under  suspicion  of  “Treichery”  and  feared  the  Company  would  be  sufferers 
by  the  “  unworthy  Dealings”  of  William  Blake,  the  late  Agent  in  Bengal.  During  the 
remainder  of  the  year  1669  he  was  presumably  in  sole  charge  at  Dacca.  Two  letters 
addressed  to  him  by  Edwards  at  Kasimbazar  are  extant,  the  one12  acknowledging  the  receipt 
of  money  which  arrived  too  late  for  the  investment  of  1669,  and  the  other13  express¬ 
ing  sympathy  that  “  the  Mogull  who  made  a  bargain  with  Mr.  March  .  .  .  Should 

sand  of  [off].” 

In  the  following  year,  1670,  there  is  no  record  of  Smith,  except  in  a  private  capacity, 
nor  any  indication  to  show  whether  he  was  as  busily  employed  in  the  Company’s  affairs  as 
he  was  in  carrying  out  his  own  and  his  friend’s  investments.  In  March  he  wrote  to 
Edwards14  that  he  had  procured  his  “Tangeebs”  ( tanzebs )  and  would  shortly  forward  the 
“  Jelolsies”15  desired.  In  reply,  he  received  a  letter  from  Edwards,  sent  per  Thomas  Jones, 
“  who  is  to  reside  with  you,”10  giving  directions  about  the  “  Jellolsyes”  and  arranging  for 
the  payment  of  them.  Jones  fell  ill  immediately  on  his  arrival,  which,  “  discouraged  him  soe 
much”  that  he  returned  to  Kasimbazar.  He  was,  however,  sent  back  a  month  later,  when 
he  was  again  the  bearer  of  a  letter  from  Edwards  to  Smith  with  directions  about  various 
“adventures”  and  “2  ps.  braid.”17  Edwards  had  apparently  offered  to  act  as  matrimonial 
agent  for  his  friend,  for  on  the  23rd  August  1670,  Smith  wrote,18  “  I  humbly  thank  you  for 
your  news  and  for  your  kind  offer  of  an  English  Lady.  My  confidence  in  you  is  great,  yet 
not  soe  as  I  can  trust  you  to  choose  a  wife  for  mee  when  you  are  unprovided  your  Selfe, 
which  want  pray  first  supply,  and  if  there’s  none  left  for  mee,  I’m  content  to  stay  till  an 
other  Spring.” 

Beyond  a  short  letter  from  Edwards,  on  the  31st  January  1671,  regretting  the  failure 
to  dispose  of  his  swords  at  Dacca,19  there  is  no  further  reference  to  Smith  until  December 
of  that  year,  when  he  officially  informed  Walter  Clavell,  who  had  succeeded  Shem  Bridges 
as  “  Chief”  in  “  the  Bay,”  that  he  could  find  a  market  for  the  Company’s  lead  or  tin,20 
Smith  had  apparently  realized  that  the  new  chief  was  not  favourably  disposed  towards  him, 
for  in  January  1672,  he  wrote  to  Edwards  at  Kasimbazar,21  “  I  writ  severall  times  to 
Mr.  Clavell  for  the  Bale  Silk  Mr.  Elwaies  provided  for  mee  but  hee  did  not  deliver  it,  by 

10  At  “Hutchora  Hattee”  (Hajrahati)  Smith  missed  his  little  carpet”  which  had  been  left  at  Ka¬ 
simbazar  through  the  “  Rougrie”  of  Edwards’  “man.”  (O.  G.  No.  3277). 

ii  0.  G.  No.  3306.  12  0.  G.  No.  3339. 

is  O.  G.  No.  3370.  44  0.  G.  No.  3411. 

15  Fine  piece  goods,  probably  jalalshdhi.  Soe  Sir  Richard  Temple’s  note  on  this  word,  Diaries  of 
Streynsham  Master,  I.  430 n. 

10  0.  C.  No.  3419.  47  0.  G.  No.  3436. 

is  O.  G.  No.  3463.  49  O.  G.  No.  3333. 

29  Factory  Records,  Miscellaneous,  vol.  3,  p.  122,  21  fj.  G.  No.  3622, 
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which  I  am  greatly  disappointed.  I  heare  hee  hath  two  of  my  Europe  Letters  in  his  custody, 
which  hee  sends  not,  nor  have  I  received  any  answer  to  any  Generali  or  perticular  sent  him 
this  five  months;  I  understand  not  the  meaning  of  it.”  The  remainder  of  the  letter  refers  to 
Edward’s  own  affairs  and  to  their  mutual  trade — “  I  am  sorry  you  are  like  to  come  to  a 
losse  for  your  trouble  in  packing  the  Company’s  goods,  but  glad  to  heare  of  your  advance 
in  Sallary  and  place,  in  which  wish  you  much  happinesse  and  prosperity  ...  I  have  at 
Laste  sold  our  Pepper  at  19  rupees,  a  poore  price,  feare  there  will  bee  Little  or  noe  proffet. 
As  soone  as  I  have  opportunity,  shall  remitt  your  molly  with  your  lace  etc.  here,  which  I 
intended  to  have  carried  with  mee  if  had  gone  last  Shipping.  Your  Successe  as  well  as  mine 
is  bad  in  tradeing  here;  the  swords  believe  will  ly  as  long  as  the  Pepper,  here  being  many 
arrived.”  From  the  above  it  seems  that  Smith  had  intended  to  leave  Dacca  in  1671.  but 
there  is  no  record  of  any  request  to  that  effect,  On  the  31st  March,  1672,  he  agaih  wrote 
officially  to  his  chief  about  investments  that  could  be  made  at  Dacca,  adding,  “  This  is  the 
only  place  for  Cossaes  ( khassa ),  Adathees  ( adhotar ,  dhoti)  and  Hummums  (hammam) ,”23 
Meanwhile,  Clavell’s  enquiries  had  convinced  him  that  Smith  was  mismanaging  affairs  with 
the  officials  at  the  darbar,  and  he  consequently  dispatched  James  Price,  who  had  had  pre¬ 
vious  experience,  to  act  as  the  Company’s  vakil  at  Dacca.  Edwards  sent  a  timely  warning  to 
his  friend,  and  Smith,  who  either  would  not,  or  dared  not,  brook  investigation  into  his 
methods  at  Court,  refused  to  allow  the  vakil  to  carry  out  his  orders,  alleging  that  most  of 
the  “  troubles”  were  ended  before  his  arrival.  The  following  extract  of  Smith’s  reply  to 
Edwards  shows  that  the  charge,  made  later,  of  his  high-handed  treatment  of  Price  was  not 
unfounded: — Dacca  20  June  1672. 23  “  By  James  Price  received  a  letter  from  you  and 

thank  you  very  kindly  for  your  advice  concerning  him;  wee  have  used  him  accordingly  and 
never  imployed  him  in  a  Cowryworth  of  service;  wee  doe  this  day  dispeed  him  with  a  Letter 
.  .  and  your  Brother  [?brother- in-law]  J.  V.  [John  Vickers]  hath  been  honour'd  with 

another.  Thank  God  wee  have  now  ended  most  of  our  troubles  and  got  two  Phirwannas 
( parivdna ),  which  will  send  in  a  few  days;  hope  shall  now  please  them  all.  If  you  hear  of 
James,  as  ’  tis  like  he  will,  that  he  ended  this  business,  doe  mee  the  favour  to  tell  him 
from  mee  that  hees  a  lying  Rogue  and  never  was  imployed.” 

On  the  24th  June,  1672,  Smith  reported  his  success  in  his  negotiations  with  the  Court 
officials,  and  stated  that  “  Malik  Cossurn”  (Malik  Kasim)  had  promised  to  pay  what  “  he 
forced  from  the  English.’"24  This  letter  did  not  modify  Clavell’s  opinion  of  Smith’s  incapa¬ 
city,  but  still  no  steps  were  taken  against  him  until  the  following  year.  He  continued  to 
trade  on  his  own  account,  and  in  November,  he  sent  a  consignment  of  cloth  to  his  friend 
Edwards.25 

However,  on  the  17th  January  1673,  Robert  Elwes,  then  at  Patna,  was  ordered  forth¬ 
with  to  repair  to  Dacca,  “Sundry  causes  having  moved  us  to  dismiss  Mr.  John  Smith  from 
his  Imployment  and  to  constitute  you  in  his  place.”20  Writing  to  the  Agent  at  Fort 
St.George  on  the  16th  March,  the  Council  at  “  the  Bay”  detail  these  “sundry  causes”  as 
follows  :27  “  Having  many  just  reasons  to  complain  of  the  slackness  of  Mr,  John  Smith  in 


22  Factory  Records,  Miscellaneous,  vol.  3.  p.  125. 

Factory  Records,  Miscellaneous,  vol.  3,  p.  126. 
26  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  vol.  4, 


23  0.  G.  No.  3652. 

25  O.  G.  No.  3701. 

27  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  vol.  4, 
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Dacca,  as  well  in  giving  us  advices,  as  in  dispatching  away  the  Company’s  goods  provided 
by  him  and  giving  us  his  acompts,  wee  recalled  him  from  thence  and  ordered  Mr.  Elwes  to 
leave  Pattana  and  proceed  to  Dacca  there  to  receive  the  Companys  remaines  and  dispose 
of  their  goods  .  .  .  and  have  confidence  that  from  him  and  Mr.  Hervy  wee  shall  have 

a  more  strict  correspondence  and  complyance  with  our  orders  then  hitherto  wee  have  had 
from  those  who  reside  there. ”2S 

Elwes  duly  notified  his  arrival  at  Dacca  and  the  delivery  of  the  Council’s  order  to 
“  John  Smith  for  his  surrender  of  the  Companys  remaines  and  repaire”  to  Balasor  within 
ten  days,  and  Smith’s  representation  thereon. 29  In  reply,  Clavell  remarked  that  the  allot¬ 
ted  days  were  ample  for  preparation,  since  Smith  was  apprised  of  his  recall  in  January  and 
therefore  had  had  plenty  of  time  to  arrange  his  business.  His  presence  was  required  at 
Balasor  “  to  perfect  his  accompts,  which  for  want  of  a  good  correspondence  with  him  lye 
in  no  good  plight,  and  its  high  time  they  were  better  methodized.”  Clavell  also  imputed 
to  Smith’s  mismangement  the  fact  that  so  large  a  peshkash.  or  forced  offering,  had  been 
demanded  of  the  English  by  the  Nawab — “  The  Company  have  so  much  the  more  to  thanke 
Mr.  Smith  for  that  by  his  negligence  and  bad  correspondence  hath  drawne  upon  them  such 
a  charge.” 

Smith,  however,  ignored  the  summons  to  return  to  Balasor.  On  the  3d  April  1673, 
Clavell  again  wrote  to  Elwes  that  they  “  know  not  what  there  might  bee  remaining  of 
Mr.  Smith’s  [at  Dacca],  having  scarce  received  any  advice  from  him  what  hee  had  clone;”30 
and  with  regard  to  alleged  outstanding  debts  to  Tilok  Chand  and  others,  he  added,  “  The  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  brokers  wee  can  say  nothing  to  till  wee  heare  further  from  you,  but  admire  that 
there  should  bee  such  large  remaines  as  you  intimate,  which  concerne  Mr.  Smith  to  looke 
unto,  hee  having  had  now  almost  a  yeares  warning  to  get  them  in,  but  of  this  wee  shall  not 
write  much,  expecting  Mr.  Smith  suddainely  here,  and  then  wee  shall  understand  the  state 
of  his  accompts,  for  wee  expect  he  make  no  delay  or  frivolous  pretences  for  his  stay.”  In 
spite  of  these  peremptory  orders  Smith  did  not  hurry  away  from  Dacca.  In  a  letter  from 
Samuel  Hervy,  of  the  29th  April  1673,  to  that  popular  correspondent,  Richard  Edwards, 
there  is  the  remark,  “  Mr.  Smith  departs  hence  within  three  or  four  dayes  and  takes 
Cassimbazar  in  his  way.”31  However,  a  month  later,  on  the  29th  May,  Smith  was  still  at 
Dacca,  and  Hervy  stated  that  he  “  departs  hence  I  think  tomorrow,”  leaving  “musters  of 
his  silke”  in  Hervy’s  charge.32  In  the  end,  it  was  the  9th  June  1673,  before  Smith  started 
for  Kasimbazar  en  route  for  Balasor.33 

During  his  leisurely  journey,  he  wrote  to  Edwards  from  “  Hudgora  Haltee  [Hajrahali], 
Friday  June  20  [1673]  if  mistake  not — Esteemed  friend  lam  now  arrived  at  Hudgora 
Hattee  and  expect  this  day  to  reach  Merdadpore  [Mjrdaudpur]  to  which  place  would  intreate 
the  favour  from  you  to  provide  and  send  me  a  Pallakee  [palanquin]  and  a  set  of  Cahars 
[kahar,  porter]  that  I  may,  haveing  this  opportunity  (which  is  my  great  desire)  see  you  [in] 
health  and  prosperrity;  therefore  hope  you  will  not  fayle  mee  in  sending  Cahars  and  Pallakee, 
which  I  desire  might  bee  on  my  accompt.  I  shall  stay  at  Merdadpore  about  24  hours  and 

28  At  the  time  of  his  dismissal,  Smith  was  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of.£25  per  annum  and  ranked  as 
‘‘9th  in  the  Bay.” 

®  Factory  Records.  Hugli,  ypl,  4.  30  Factory  Records ,  Hugli,  vol.  4. 

31  0.  C.  No.  3783,  32  o.  C.  No.  3791.  33  0.  C.  No.  3798, 
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then  if  they  arrive  not  shall  put  forward  for  Hugly.  If  you  think  I  may  meet  with  any 
afraunt,  pray  advise  me,  and  how  to  avoid  it.”34  The  last  sentence  is  written  in  a  simple 
cypher,  which,  from  this  time,  Smith  frequently  employed  in  his  correspondence  with 
Edwards.  The  reply  to  the  above  letter  does  not  exist,  but  it  seems  probable  that  Smith 
was  advised  not  to  break  his  journey  nor  to  come  in  contact  with  Matthias  Vincent,  the 
Chief  at  Kasimbazar,  for,  on  the  28th  June  1673,  Clavell  wrote  to  Dacca  that  Mr.  Smith 
had  “  lately  arrived”  at  Balasor,  and  that  they  should  “  now  suddainely”  examine  his 
accounts.  He  had  been  told  of  the  “  difference  in  broad  cloth,”  but  attributed  the  mistaks 
to  Elwes.30 

For  three  months  there  is  no  mention  of  Smith  and  his  affairs.  On  the  27th  September 
he  was  still  at  Balasor,  writing  in  cypher  to  Edwards,36  “  I  am  sorry  you  are  out,  and  E.  L 
[Edward  Littleton]  made  third;  we  have  had  noe  words  of  my  going  to  Decca;  when  goe 
about  that  must  go  through  quick.”  This  seems  to  imply  either  that  he  expected  reinstate¬ 
ment,  or  was  hoping  to  return  to  Dacca  to  settle  his  own  concerns.  Finding  himself  mistaken 
and  in  ill  odour  with  the  authorities  in  “  the  Bay,”  Smith  decided  to  appeal  to  headquar¬ 
ters,  and  on  the  12th  October  1673,  he  voiced  his  grievances  in  a  letter  to  Nathaniel  Herne, 
then  Governor  of  the  East  India  Company.  He  wrote,37  that  he  “  had  served  the  Company 
in  Dacca  nearly  five  years  and  eight  months,”  and  that  Vincent  had  sought  his  ruin  because 
he  was  unsuccessful  in  a  private  matter  he  undertook  for  him.  Further,  he  stated  that 
Vincent  had  been  heard  to  declare  he  would  not  rest  till  he  had  ruined  him  “  tho’  it  cost 
him  half  his  fortune,”  and  to  Vincent’s  influence  with  Clavell  he  attributed  his  recall  from 
Dacca.  He  complained  that  the  time  limited  was  insufficient  for  him  to  settle  his  affairs 
and  that,  consequently,  he  was  practically  ruined,  but  he  left  the  Company  in  ignorance  of 
the  fact  that  he  had  taken  three  months  instead  of  the  allotted  ten  days  in  which  to 
Arrange  for  his  departure.  He  objected  to  the  appointment  of  Hervy  at  Dacca  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  his  avowed  enemy  and  a  “  known  atheist.”  With  regard  to  the  large 
peshkash  given  to  the  Nabob  in  1672,  for  which  he  was  blamed  by  Clavell,  Smith  pretended 
that  no  such  bribe  would  have  been  necessary  had  not  Clavell  most  injudiciously  neglected 
to  pay  a  ceremonial  visit  to  the  Governor  of  Hugli  before  he  started  for  Dacca.  Finally, 
Smith  accused  Vincent  of  forcing  money  unjustly  from  some  of  the  native  servants  at 
Kasimbazar  and  of  being  answerable  for  the  death  of  Raghu  the  podddr,  an  affair  which 
cost  the  Company  Rs.  13,000.  He  concluded  by  assuring  the  Court  of  Committees  of  his 
faithful  service  and  by  begging  to  be  restored  to  his  chiefship  at  Dacca  in  order  to  secure 
the  Company’s  estate,  and,  as  a  secondary  consideration,  his  own,  for  Clavell  was  detaining 
some  of  his  goods  at  Balasor  as  security  for  debts  which  he  repudiated. 

This  letter  does  not  appear  to  have  been  sent  to  England  until  late  in  the  following 
year,  for,  on  the  20th  August  1674,  the  Council  at  Fort  St.  George  wrote  to  the  Company, 
enclosing  “  papers  from  Mr.  John  Smith  late  chief  of  Decca,  who  complaines,  of  much  in¬ 
justice  done  him;  we  have  sent  Coppies  thereof  to  the  Chief  and  Factors  there,  desiring  them 
to  cause  things  to  be  duly  examined,  which  is  all  that  we  can  do  at  present  untill  we  can 
send  some  person  to  enquire  into  these  matters.  In  the  mean  time  your  honours  great 
prudence  will  be  pleased  to  give  us  your  sense  and  directions  upon  the  premisses.”33 

34  O.  C.  No.  3803.  35  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  vol.  4. 

36  o.  G.  No.  3860.  37  Factory  Records,  Miscellaneous,  vol.  3,  p.  153. 
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In  January,  1674,  Smith  wrote  from  “  Hugly  Garden”  to  Edwards,30  “  I  hope  ere  long 
in  Cassambazar  to  enquire  of  you.”  He  was  then  occupied  with  his  own  business,  though 
there  was  “  little  trade  stirring.”  He  had  bought  “  Ophium”  of  Edmund  Bugden  and 
desired  a  “  good  Rapier  and  Belt  wrought”  to  be  made  for  him.  He  was  then  meditating  a 
return  to  Europe  for  he  remarked,  “  feare  I  shall  have  8000  rupees  ly  dead  till  his  [Richard 
Mohun’s  or  both  our  arrivalls  in  England.”  This  hardly  tallies  with  the  story  of  his  ruin  in 
his  letter  of  October  1673  to  the  Company. 

A  month  later,  on  the  13th  February  1674,  Smith  again  wrote  to  Edwards'10  regretting 
that  he  could  neither  go  to  Kasimbazar,  as  he  had  intended,  nor  would  Edwards’  affairs 
allow  of  his  coming  to  Hugli,  where  Smith  was  apparently  acting  under  Clavell,  for  he  adds, 
“believe  Mr.  Clavell  and  I  shall  be  gone  to  Ballasore  before  your  returne  from  the  Spaw,41 
but  hope  our  stay  will  not  be  long.”  He  urged  his  friend  to  “  remember  by  next  to  send 
Shakespeere.”  On  the  2nd  February  he  wrote  again42  announcing  his  immediate  departure 
to  Balasor. 

Meanwhile  Clavell  had  been  desired  by  the  Agent  at  Fort  St.  George  to  furnish  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  Smith’s  complaints.  He  replied,  in  May  1674, 43  “  For  your  satisfaction  to 
the  complaint  of  Mr.  John  Smith,  wee  ref  err  you  to  the  coppy  of  the  Consultation  here  and 
to  the  instructions  given  Mr.  Elwes  and  Hervy  concerning  him,  and  have  only  to  add  that, 
though  there  was  ten  dayes  limited  for  his  leaving  Decca,  hee  was  not  pressed  but  came 
away  at  his  own  leisure,  nor  did  wee  give  any  order  for  the  Seizing  of  his  goods,  nor  ever 
heard  that  any  of  his  goods  were  seized.” 

There  are  three  letters  to  Edwards  from  Smith  during  his  stay  at  Balasor  in  May  and 
June  1674.  On  the  13th  May  he  wrote  in  cipher44  that  he  had  “  ended”  his  Dacca  accounts 
and  was  “  proceeding  farther  ;  of  its  successe  shall  advise  when  know  my  selfe.”  This  remark 
is  cryptic,  but  may  refer  to  his  hopes  of  reinstatement.  On  the  21st  June,  he  urged 
Edwards,45  if  he  had  “resigned  up  the  warehouse,”  to  “  come  downe,  which  you  may  by 
writing  the  least  word  to  W[alter]  C[  la  veil].”  Two  days  later,  he  desired  his  friend  to  send 
him  two  pieces  of  “  Taffaties.”46 

On  the  18th  August,  1674,  Smith  returned  to  Hugli.  On  the  19th  he  wrote  to  Edwards47 
begging  him  to  meet  him  there,  and  urging  him  to  “  make  more  haste,  being  I  cannot 
assure  you  of  my  Long  stay,  coming  on  my  owne  business,  and  as  soone  as  that  done  must 
bee  gone.”  Shortly  after,  he  was  attacked  by  fever  and  incapacitated  for  a  fortnight.48 
His  stay  at  Hugli  seemed  to  occasion  surprise  among  the  Company’s  servants  and  was 
commented  on  by  Thomas  Pace  and  Edward  Reade  in  August  and  September.40  All  this 
time  he  had  failed  to  arrange  a  meeting  with  his  friend  Edwards,60  whose  regard  for  him 
had  evidently  lessened  since  his  dismissal  from  Dacca.  On  the  17th  October,  Clavell  wrote 

39  O.  C.  No.  3927.  40  O.  C.  No.  3937. 

41  The  spa  to  which  Edwards  had  retired,  with  Messrs.  Vincent  and  Naylor,  was  “Bueklesore,”  no  doubt 
identical  with  Bakreswar,  a  group  of  hot  sulphur  springs  in  Birbhum  District,  some  30  miles  from  Kasim- 
bfizar.  In  a  letter  of  the  12th  March  1674  ( 0 .  C.  No.  3946)  Edward  Knipe  condoled  with  Edwards  for 
being  compelled  to  drink  “stinking  water”  instead  of  “ punch.”  The  allusion  to  the  spa  is  interesting 
as  no  other  contemporary  reference  has  been  found  to  this  “  Bath”  of  Bengal. 

42  O.  C.  No  3942.  43  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  4. 

44  O.  C.  No.  3964.  43  O.  C.  No.  3976. 

46  0.  C.  No.  3974.  47  O.  C.  No.  3986. 

48  O.  C.  No.  3996. 

48  0.  C.  Nos.  3993  and  3999.  E»  0.  C.  No.  4018. 
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peremptorily  to  Hugli  summoning  Smith  back  to  Balasor.51  “  It  will  be  needful  that 
Mr.  John  Smith  take  his  passage  of  the  first  of  the  Company’s  sloops  that  comes  this  way, 
to  be  assisting  here,  and  we  order  him  so  to  doe.” 

In  compliance  with  these  orders,  Smith  left  Hugli  on  the  29th  October.52  On  his 
arrival  at  Balasor  he  probably  found  the  relations  between  Clavell  and  himself  to  be  extreme¬ 
ly  strained.  He,  therefore,  without  permission,  went  off  in  a  “  country  ship  ”  to  Fort  St. 
George  to  make  out  a  case  for  himself  with  the  Council  there.53  On  the  28th  December 
1674  Clavell  wrote  to  the  Agent,51  “These  may  also  informe  you  that  Mr.  John  Smith, 
against  our  order,  is  proceeded  on  the  ship  Nossa  Sentusa  de  Monte,  whereof  Mr.  Richard 
Naplis  is  Pilot,  upon  pretence,  as  wee  are  informed,  that  he  may  recover  some  debts  which 
he  pretends  are  due  unto  him  on  the  Coast,  but  wee  can  informe  you  that  if  any  such 
Debts  are,  they  are  long  since  assignd  to  perticular  persons  to  whome  he  is  considerably 
indebted,  and  therefore  wee  presume  his  Clandestine  departure  hath  been  to  evade  the 
disquisition  of  what  he  Maliciously  wrote  to  the  right  worshipfull  Agent  the  4th  of  May 
last.”  Clavell  further  remarked  that  Smith,  if  innocent,  could  have  cleared  himself  at 
Balasor,  “where  witnesses  were  present”  and  an  enquiry  could  have  been  held.  He  went 
on  to  accuse  him  of  charging  the  Company  with  his  own  debts,  of  securing  himself  against 
legal  demands  made  on  him  in  Dacca,  and  of  mortgaging  unsold  goods  belonging  to  the 
Company  to  persons  to  whom  he  was  indebted.  The  Council  at  “  the  Bay”  urged  the  Agent 
at  “  the  Fort”  to  send  Commissioners  to  impartially  investigate  the  case  of  Smith  and  also 
that  of  Joseph  Hall,  another  thorn  in  their  side. 

The  sympathies  of  the  Agent  and  Council  at  Fort  St.  George  were  evidently  with  the 
malcontents.  At  a  Consultation  held  at  Fort  St.  George  on  the  18th  February,  1675,55 
reference  was  made  to  “  the  endless  debates  and  mutuall  asperpersions  in  and  from  the 
Bay  between  the  Chief  and  Factors  there,  and  their  displacing  of  Mr.  Joseph  Hall  and 
Mr.  John  Smith  from  their  places  of  Second  of  Hughley  and  Ballasore  and  Chief  of  Dacca, 
without  orders  from  hence,  there  appearing  unto  the  Agent  and  Councell  to  be  much  of 
private  matter  in  their  cases,  these  feuds  having  now  continued  many  years  .  .  .  to 

the  great  disturbance  of  our  Honoble.  Employers  and  their  affaires  and  of  this  Agency  who 
have  laboured  thus  long  to  reconcile  them  and  remove  these  scandalls  and  offences  but 
hitherto  in  vaine.”  It  was  decided  to  be  useless  to  send  commissioners  to  investigate  the 
matter  until  definite  orders  were  received  from  the  Company,  and  therefore  the  Council 
contented  themselves  with  ordering  John  Smith  “  to  be  restored  to  his  Chiefship  at  Dacca” 
and  Elwes  to  be  sent  as  second  to  Patna.  They  further  directed  that,  for  the  future,  no 
Chiefs  of  subordinate  factories  should  be  displaced  without  orders  from  “  the  Fort.” 

These  recommendations  were  not  carried  out,  for  in  May,  1675,  Smith  was  once  more  at 
Hugli  and  at  variance  with  Clavell.50  On  the  22nd  he  apologised  to  Edwards  for  not 
having  “  writ”  since  his  “  arrivall  from  the  Coast,”  but  pleaded  want  of  time  and  “  some 
differences  created  by  Mr.  Clavell  not  obeying  the  Agents  orders.”  He  added  that  he  was 
“  resolved  by  next  shipps  for  the  Fort,  God  willing,  and  I  shall  want  money  to  adjust  with 
some  creditors,  which  they  made  a  great  crime  my  last  Voyage;  therefore  pray  use  your 
utmost  endeavours  speedily  to  send  mee  what  you  ow  mee  .  .  .”57  Smith’s  intentions 


61  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  4.  52  O.  G.  No.  4026. 

63  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  4.  54  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  4, 

55  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  I.  56  O.  C.  No.  4091. 

67  O.  G.  No.  4091. 
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to  proceed  to  Fort  St.  George  were  frustrated,  and  in  consequence  he  made  common  cause 
with  Joseph  Hall,  who  temporarily  usurped  Walter  Clavell’s  position  atBalasor,  where  both 
factors  contrived  to  make  themselves  exceedingly  obnoxious  to  their  fellows.58  Finding 
himself  baulked  in  his  hopes  of  recovering  the  Chiefship  of  Dacca,  Smith  sent  a  written 
statement  of  his  grievances  to  the  Council  at  Fort  St.  George,  in  January,  1676,  as  follows 
“  I  was  in  hopes  to  have  waited  upon  your  worship  In  Councell  with  Mr.  Clavell  and  Mar 
shall,  but  Mr.  Clavell  was  not  pleased  to  admit  or  heare  of  any  such  thing,  by  which  you 
may  judge  how  things  have  been  carry ed.  Mr.  Robert  Ehves  hath  been  dead  about  a 
moneth,  yet  it  was  not  knowne  here  till  within  3  dayes.  I  suppose  it  was  kept  so  private 
that  the  Ships  might  not  carry  home  the  newse  this  yeare  from  any  but  themselves,  And 
now  Mr.  Marshall  pretends  to  the  Place,  which  suppose  is  the  reason  of  the  Present  Voyage 
to  the  Fort,  but  I  hope.  Since  am  detained,  you  will  be  pleased  to  see  that  I  have  my 
right  and  which  you  were  formerly  pleased  to  order  me.  And  now  Mr.  Clavell  will  be  prea- 
sent  I  humbly  intreate  that  you  will  end  that  dispute,  that  so  afterwards  you  may  heare 
no  more  of  it.  Their  designe  in  removing  Mr.  Marshall  from  Cassambuzar,  where  he  hath 
had  four  yeares  experience,  and  me  from  Decca,  where  I  have  had  no  less,  certainly  cannot 
be  Immagined  for  the  Companys  Interest,  But  rather  in  removing  Mr.  Marshal]  to  Decca 
there  is  way  made  for  Brother  Littleton50  to  be  2d  of  Cassambuzar,  which  I  heare  is  the 
present  resolve;  and  Mr.  Clavell  in  this  yeares  List  to  the  Company  of  their  Servants  hath 
sett  his  Brother  Littleton  and  Mr.  Harvey  before  mee,  and  whether  or  noe  this  is  the 
encoridgment  and  order  the  Company  Intend  amongst  their  Servants  I  humbly  appeal  to 
your  Worship  and  address  my  selfe  to  you  for  Justice  as  well  in  this  as  other  matters.  I 
humbly  take  leave  and  Subscribe  &c.  John  Smith.”60 

This  letter  was  no  sooner  despatched  than  Smith  decided  to  follow  it  in  person,  and 
accordingly,  in  defiance  of  Clavell’s  orders,  sailed  to  Fort  St.  George.  There  he  appears 
to  have  met  with  but  little  support.  The  quarrels  among  the  Company’s  servants  in  ‘the 
Bay’  were  referred  to  Major  William  Puckle,  sent  out  by  the  Court  to  inspect  their  factor¬ 
ies  in  Madras  and  Bengal,  and  with  him  Smith  returned  to  Balasor  in  March  of  1676. 61 
Puckle  at  once  began  his  attempt  to  pacify  the  grumblers  by  a  general  redistribution  of 
offices,  in  which  arrangement  Smith  was  relegated  to  Patna  as  second,  was  admitted  to  a 
seat  in  the  Council,  and  ranked  as  “  9th  in  the  Bay.”  If  Puckle  thought  he  had  thus 
succeeded  in  “  reconciling  animosities”  he  was  quickly  disabused,  for  Smith  immediately 
brought  a  “  charge  containing  27  articles”  against  Walter  Clavell.  The  document  is  not 
extant,  but  it  was  evidently  a  lengthy  one,  as  it  occupied  “one  booke  intire”  in  the  list  of 
Puckle’s  papers.63  This  “charge”  was  examined  at  Hugli  in  June,  1676.  No  details  are 
forthcoming  and  no  verdict  was  given  at  the  time,  but  the  evidence  was  apparently  in 
favour  of  Clavell,  who,  in  his  turn,  promised  to  produce  “  a  paper  apart”  of  Smith’s 
“  Miscarriadges.” 

Meanwhile,  Puckle  and  the  Bengal  Council  proceeded  to  Kasimbazar,  where,  on  the  1st 
September,  Clavell  handed  in  seventeen  accusations  against  Smith.  Action  in  the  case  was 
deferred  until  the  arrival  of  Streynsham  Master,  the  Company’s  newly  appointed  Agent 

68  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28. 

59  Edward  Littleton  was  brother-in-law  to  Walter  Clavell’s  second  wife,  Martha  Woodruff. 

60  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28. 

61  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  18. 

62  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28.  63  ibid. 
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and  Supervisor,  whose  powers  were  more  extensive  than  those  granted  to  Major  Puckle. 
Before  dealing  with  the  counter  charge,  Master,  however,  directed  the  Council  to  find  a 
verdict  in  the  case  of  Smith  versus  Clavell.  On  the  18th  October  1676,  after  ‘‘long  debate- 
ing,”  they  acquitted  Clavell  of  unfaithfulness  towards  the  Company.64 

The  following  day,  19 fch  October,  the  examination  of  “the  proofes  of  Mr.  Cla veil’s 
charge  against  Mr.  John  Smith”  was  begun,  and  the  proceedings  lasted  a  full  week.  After 
Smith  had  replied  to  the  various  counts  of  the  charge,  Clavell  and  his  two  witnesses,  Samuel 
Hervy  and  Edward  Reade,  made  their  depositions.  The  charges  chiefly  concerned  alleged 
frauds  committed  on  the  Company  between  1669  and  1675.  To  these  were  added  Smith’s 
unwarranted  dismissal  of  James  Price,  formerly  noted,  and  his  frequent  absences  without 
leave.  An  account  of  the  case  is  given  in  The  Diaries  of  Streynsham  Master,  recently  edited 
by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  where  a  summary  of  the  affair  with  an  analysis  of  the  counts  and 
the  evidence  for  conviction  is  to  be  found.65  The  Council  decided  that  Smith  had  “  binn 
unfaithfull  in  his  trust  and  Imployment  in  the  Honourable  Companyes  service,”  especially 
as  regarded  six  of  the  seventeen  charges.  On  the  2nd  November  1676  their  verdict  was 
given.  It  was  agreed  that  since  Smith  had  been  found  guilty  of  disloyalty,  he  should  hold 
“  noe  charge  or  trust”  nor  be  “  admitted  to  Councell”  until  further  orders  were  received 
from  Fort  St.  George.  He  was  moreover  desired  to  repair  to,  and  remain  at  Hugli  ‘‘untill 
the  Agent  and  Co  uncells  pleasure  be  known.” 

Smith,  however,  appears  to  have  stayed  on  at  Kasimbazar  after  Master’s  departure  in 
November,  1676,  for  he  is  mentioned  as  being  in  that  place  in  January,  1677. 66  By  the  end 
of  1676,  his  complaints  of  ill  treatment  in  Bengal  had  reached  England.  In  their  letter  to 
Fort  St.  George  of  the  15th  December,  the  Court  of  Committees  wrote:  “  Inclosed  you  have 
Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Mr.  John  Smith  full  of  Complaints,  which  wee  would  have  you  cause 
to  be  examined.”67 

Meanwhile  the  Council  at  the  Fort  carefully  abstained  from  acting  on  the  verdict  against 
Smith.  At  a  Consultation  held  on  the  3rd  February,  1677, 68  the  affair  was  taken  into 
consideration  and  it  was  decided  that  in  view  “  of  the  authority  vested  in  Mr.  Master  and 
the  regularity  of  the  proceedings,”  nothing  remained  to  be  done  but  to  leave  it  to  the 
Company  to  ratify  or  reverse  the  decision  arrived  at  in  Bengal.  The  opinion  of  the  Court 
of  Committees  on  the  verdict  was  entirely  in  accordance  with  Master’s  finding.66  “  Wee 
observe  the  result  of  the  Examination  of  the  charge  against  Mr.  Hall70  and  Mr.  Smith  and 
approve  of  your  proceedings  therein.  Their  Sallaries  are  to  cease  on  the  arrivall  of  these 
ships,  and  send  home  their  Accompts,  but  if  they  desire  to  remaine  in  the  Countrey,  and 
will  remove  to  and  reside  at  the  Fort,  and  be  conformable  to  our  Orders  there,  you  may 
permit  them  for  one  yeer  for  the  recovery  of  their  Estates  and  Debts  ....  Wee  have 
written  to  you  in  a  former  paragraph  about  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Smith,  but  therein  omitted  to 
give  directions  how  to  proceed  with  them.  Our  Order  is,  if  they  shall  desire  to  retire  to  the 
Fort,  you  may  permit  them  to  remain  there  a  yeer  or  two,  provided  They  comport  them¬ 
selves  so  as  to  give  no  disturbance  to  our  affaires  and  conforme  to  our  Rules.  Butt  if  after 
the  Triall  for  one  yeer,  Our  Agent  and  Councell  shall  finde  their  longer  abode  there  to  be 
prejuduciall  to  our  affaires,  you  are  then  to  send  them  home,  And  if  they  do  not  desire  to 

64  Diaries  of  Streynsham  Master,  ed.  Temple,  I.  410. 

65  See  Diaries  of  Streynsham  Master,  ed.  Temple,  I.  156-164,  411-449,  and  504-506. 

66  o,  c.  No.  4251.  67  Letter  Book  Vol.  5, 

68  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  1.  69  Letter  Book  Vol.  5  pp.  504,  511, 

70  Joseph  Hall  had  also  been  found  guilty  of  malpractices. 
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remaine  at  the  Fort  but  persist  to  continue  in  the  Bay,  you  are  to  send  them  for  England 
by  these  ships  to  render  us  an  accompt  of  their  transactions  according  to  their  Covenants.” 

Smith  was  by  this  time  a  disappointed  and  embittered  man.  His  hopes  of  accumulating 
riches  were  almost  all  frustrated.  He  had  sustained  “  vast  losses”  in  a  cargo  sent  to  Persia 
in  1676, 71  and  he  had  now  but  little  chance  of  mending  his  fortunes.  His  rancour  vented 
itself  (in  1677)  in  attacks  on  his  late  companions,  and  he  was*  called  upon  to  prove  charges 
of  atheism  against  Samuel  Hervy  and  of  “unseemly  speeches”  against  Edmund  Bugden. 
But  although  Smith  persisted  that  he  had  heard  Hervy  declare  there  was  “  noe  God  or 
Divell”,  and  that  Bugden  had  slighted  his  superiors,  both  were  acquitted,  after  examination, 
by  the  Hugli  Council.72 

In  1678  Smith  was  still  at  Balasor,  although  the  year  allowed  him  to  settle  his  affairs 
had  already  expired.  He  had  made  up  his  quarrel  with  Bugden  and  was  living  on  friendly 
terms  with,  his  old  comrade  Richard  Edwards,  then  chief  of  that  factory.73  In  October, 
however,  Bugden  had  fresh  cause  of  complaint  against  Smith,  who  seized  his  share  of  the 
cargo  of  the  Maldiva  Merchant,  a  venture  in  which  Smith,  Bugden  and  Edwards  were  equally 
interested.  Bugden  was  at  Hugli  and  could  not  fight  his  own  battles,  so  he  appealed  to 
Matthias  Vincent,  Clavell's  successor  as  Chief  in  Bengal.  Vincent  wrote  to  Edwards  (14th 
October,  1678)  on  Bugden’s  behalf  and  informed  him  that  he,  as  part  owner  of  the  cargo, 
was  suspected  of  “being  instrumental  in  assisting  Mr.  Smith.”74 

Meanwhile,  in  accordance  with  the  Company’s  letter  of  December  1677,  Smith  was 
ordered  to  repair  to  Fort  St.  George  in  readiness  to  embark  for  England.  He  professed 
himself  willing  to  comply,75  but  his  apparent  submission  was  only  a  blind.  The  seizure  of 
Bugden’s  share  of  the  Maldiva  Merchant's  cargo  was  part  of  his  plan  to  realize  what  he 
could  before  escaping  from  the  area  of  the  .Company’s  rule,  leaving  his  debts  behind  him. 
He  was  apparently  unable  to  meet  his  obligations,  for  in  December  1678  Matthias  Vincent 
wrote  to  Edward  Reade  at  Balasor  :76  “  Mr.  John  Smith  Oweing  Mr.  Wynn  and  Mr.  Clavell 
money  and  not  Comeing  to  any  Accompt  or  not  takeing  Care  to  pay  the  Ballance,  wee 
order  you  to  take  Security  of  him  for  said,  and  if  he  does  not  give  to  Satisfaction  we  order 
you  to  acquaint  the  merchant  to  whome  he  has  sold  the  Ava  Merchant  that  he  doe  not 
allow  the  Sale  till  Mr.  Smith  payes  what  he  owes  on  her.” 

This  order  seems  to  have  frightened  Smith  and  to  have  accelerated  his  departure.  On 
the  22nd  December  1678  news  of  his  flight  reached  Hugli  :77  “  From  Ballasore  we  had  a 
Generali  Letter  advising  us  that  Mr.  John  Smith,  after  having  desired  and  obtained  order 
for  his  passage  and  shipping  his  necessaries  aboard  of  the  Williamson,  in  reference  to  his 
going  to  the  Fort  according  to  the  Honourable  Companys  orders  this  yeer  received,  rann 
away  in  a  small  vessel  as  they  thought  to  Achin,  carrying  with  him  two  men,  the  one  a 
midshipman  belonging  to  the  Williamson .” 

The  Council  at  Hugli  suspected  the  factors  at  Balasor,  and  especially  Richard  Edwards, 
of  connivance  at  Smith’s  flight.  On  the  24th  December  1678,  they  wrote  :78  “  Wee  admire 
Mr.  John  Smith  should  be  able  under  your  Noses  to  Carry  his  business  soe  slyly  as  not  to 
be  taken  Notice  of  that  he  intended  thus  as  you  -write  to  slip  away.  He  has  uncased  him¬ 
self  and  suppose  our  Masters  and  the  Agency  will  look  upon  him  accordingly.” 


1 1  0.  C.  No.  4206.  7 2  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  I.  73  o.  G.  No.  4463.  74  0.  C.  No.  4502. 

75  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  1.  70  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  5. 

77  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol,  2.  78  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  5. 
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The  Good  Hope,  the  vessel  in  which  Smith  escaped,  belonged  to  Thomas  Pitt,  a  freeman 
■who  had  been  summoned  home  by  the  Company  in  1676,  but  who  had  defied  their  orders. 
A  letter  from  Pitt  to  Smith  of  the  15th  December  1678  is  extant.79  In  it  he  remarked,  “  I 
am  sorry  to  hear  the  damn’d  roguery  you  meet  withall.”  He  enclosed  sailing  orders  to 
George  Johnson  to  take  the  Good  Hope  to  Masulipatam  under  Smith’s  orders  and  requested 
Smith  to  leave  him  a  list  of  what  goods  he  was  .empowered  to  demand  on  his  account.  He 
was  then  busy  “makeing  ready  the  ship  against  the"  full  [tide].” 

The  Council  at  Hugh  continued  to  be  much  perturbed  that  Smith  should  have  effected 
his  escape  so  easily.  On  the  4th  January  1679  they  wrote  to  Balasor  :so  “  Wee  are  sorry.  . 
.  .  .  that  Mr.  Smith  should  be  able  to  procure  a  vessel  laden  with  Rice,  Butter  &c.  and 

to  Slip  away  without  being  Perceived  by  any  man  whose  duty  it  was,  if  he  were  any  waies 
acquainted  therewith  or  had  reason  to  ghess  it,  to  take  Cognizance  or  advise  of  such  prac¬ 
tises  to  prevent  them.  [It]  is  a  great  riddle  to  us  and  we  believe  will  not  be  so  slightly 
passed  over.” 

Again,  on  the  9th  February  1679  Matthias  Vincent  wrote  privately  to  Richard  Edwards,81 
“  The  sale  of  John  Smith’s  ship  [the  Maldiva  Merchant ]  will  certainly  ly  at  your  door, 
it  not  being  to  be  made  firm  without  your  Concurrence  and  your  Secureing  Mr.  Bugden’s 
part  without  order  or  any  thing  of  Consent  from  him  demonstrates  that  you  engaged  you[r] 
selfe  too  much  on  Mr.  Smiths  Side.  ...  I  fear  you  will  be  a  great  sufferer  in  your 
credit  by  John  Smiths  flight,  it  being  in  my  opinion  impossible  but  ere  he  went  you  knew 
of  it  or  might  though  (sic)  suspect  it,  in  which  Case  you  ought  to  have  discovered  it.” 

The  authorities  at  Fort  St.  George  were  also  indignant  at  Smith’s  evasion,  and  directed 
the  factors  in  Bengal  to  “  use  the  Companys  orders”  concerning  him  if  he  came  within  their 
power.”82 

For  some  months  no  news  was  heard  of  the  runaway.  It  was  supposed  that  he  had 
gone  to  Sumatra,  but  in  June  1679  Edmund  Bugden  reported  that  his  brother,  John,  and 
Clement  Jordan,  both  free  merchants  trading  at  Achin,  stated  that  Smith  had  not  arrived 
there,  “  so  hope  he  made  a  good  voyadge  at  Mallacca  and  so  to  Syam,”  where  suppose  he 
is  gone.” 

A  far  different  fate  had,  however,  befallen  the  late  chief  of  Dacca.  The  first  news  of 
his  untimely  end,  at  the  hands  of  the  captain  of  the  Good  Hope,  reached  Fort  St.  George  in 
a  letter  from  Clement  Jordan  dated  at  Quecla  the  29th  August  1679,  entitled  "of  Clement 
Jordan  and  John  Bugden’s  seizure  upon  Mr.  Smiths  vessell,  he  being  murtherecl.”  Jordan 
wrote  as  follows  :S3 

"  Honble.  Streynsham  Master  etca.  Councell  :  Wee  having  this  opertunity  Per  the  ship 
Adventure  doe  make  bold  to  salute  you  with  these  few  lines,  for  to  acquaint  your  Honours 
etca.  of  our  takeing  Mr.  John  Smith’s  vessell  in  the  road  of  Atchin,  being  we  had  intelligence 
from  6  Dutch,  who  were  cast  away  upon  the  back  of  Sumatra,  told  us  there  was  an 
English  Ketch  at  Padam  [Padang]  and  a  Hamburgo  the  Pilott;  and  they  had  tooke  in  water 
and  refreshing  and  were  gone  some  few  daies,  when  there  came  Mr.  Coates  and  Grigory  back 
to  Padam  in  a  small  Pro[prow],  and  complained  there  to  the  Dutch  how  they  were  served  by 
the  Hanburgo,  namely  George  Johnson;  and  not  long  after  there  was  news  that  the  said 

79  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28.  80  Factory  Records,  Hugli,  Vol.  5. 

81  0.  C.  No.  4576.  82  O.  C.  No.  4581. 

83  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28,  pp.  40-41. 
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George  Johnson  had  murthered  Mr.  Smith  and  that  he  was  run  away  with  the  vcssell,  which 
above  16  claies  after  came  into  the  road  of  Atchin,  and  there  vapoured  with  his  Flagg  at 
the  topmast  head,  and  in  the  night  about  eleven  of  the  clock  came  up  the  river  without  the 
Queens  chop  ( chhap ,  seal),  which  never  used  by  any  English  soe  to  doe,  and  stole  off  a  boat 
of  water,  which  the  country  people  tooke  very  ill,  and  askt  us  the  reason  of  it.  Our  answear 
was,  we  would  better  sattisfie  them  to  morrow,  which  accordingly  made  good  our  promise, 
being  we  tooke  the  said  Ketch,  and  brought  George  Johnson  ashoar  and  was  made  apear 
before  the  great  men  that  he  was  a  rogue  and  had  murdered  his  Merchant,  soe  that  they 
were  well  sattisfiecl  and  thanked  us  for  what  we  had  done.  The  next  day  brought  him 
aboard  and  put  him  in  Irons,  and  in  them  is  like  to  continue  till  please  God  wn  come  to 
Madrass,  which  as  soon  as  the  vessell  is  repair’d  intend  by  God’s  Permission  to 
proceed  towards  you  the  latter  end  of  October,  which  is  the  subject  of  what  offers,  only 
our  very  humble  service  to  your  Honour  etca.  presented:  take  leave  and  remaine, 
Honourable  Sir  etca..  Your  most  humble  servants  to  Command.  Clement  Jordan  John 
Bttgden.  ” 

With  this  letter  was  enclosed  “  Derick  Onderhill’s  Declaration  concerning  the  murther 
of  Mr.  John  Smith,”  which  showed  that  the  unhappy  factor  had  been  a  prisoner  and  was 
practically  starved  before  he  was  murdered.  The  attestation  runs  as  follows  :84  “  To  all 
people  to  whom  this  present  writing  shall  come  or  may  concerne,  that  I  the  subscribed  have 
hereby  upon  the  reasonable  request  of  Clement  Jordan  doe  acknowledge  and  declare  the 
truth  of  what  I  heard  and  that  was  spoakon  by  John  Lopis  one  of  the  Good  Hopes  Laskars 
which  came  in  her  from  Bengali,  that  George  Johnson  and  Peter  (by  his  order)  struck 
Mr.  John  Smith  over  the  head  with  a  swabstick,  and  John  Lopis  seeing  that  run  behind  the 
Cookroom  and  hid  himselfe,  and  when  came  out  found  noe  Mr.  Smith  living  or  dead,  but 
afterwards  was  told  that  he  was  throwne  over  board  before  he  was  quite  dead,  and  that  the 
said  Mr.  Smith  was  barr’d  up  a  great  many  claies  before  with  a  Gun  against  the  Cabin  door 
and  the  windows  nailed  fast  without  side,  and  all  that  time  gave  him  neither  victualls  nor 
water,  which  is  all  I  know  or  heard  of,  and  to  the  truth  of  the  above  mentioned  I  doe  here¬ 
unto  set  my  hand  this  21st  day  of  August  1679  :  Derick  Onderhill  oft  Onderbergh, 

Acknowledged  the  above  mentioned  before  us,  Allexander  Ogilvy;  Francis  Barnes. 

Clement  Jordan  reached  Fort  St.  George  in  December  1679,  and  on  his  arrival  declared 
his  willingness  to  be  examined  regarding  his  seizure  of  the  Good  Hope  and  the  murder  of 
John  Smith.  At  a  Consultation  on  the  22nd  December  there  is  the  entry  :S3  “  Mr.  Clement 
Jordan,  Freeman,  who  saylecl  the  last  yeare  in  a  small  Vessell  of  Mr.  Edward  Bugdens  from 
Ballasore  in  [into]  Quedah,  where  he  disposed  of  the  Cargo,  and  sold  the  Vessell,  and  arriv¬ 
ing  here  the  last  Night,  in  the  Good  Hope,  a  small  Vessell  of  Mr.  John  Smiths,  who  instead 
of  repairing  to  this  place  in  December  last,  in  conformity  to  the  Ilonble.  Company’s  order, 
sayled  with  this  said  Vessell  to  the  Southward,  and  there  was  murdered  by  his  Men,  of 
which  Mr.  Jordan  promiseth  to  give  the  Relation  under  his  hand. 

Jordan’s  “  Relation”  was  handed  to  the  Council  two  daj^s  later,  on  the  24th 
December  1679. 


34  Factory  Records,  Fort  St.  George,  Vol.  28,  p.  44. 
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Copie  of  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Bugden  and  Hart,  their  Relation 
of  the  seizing  of  a  Ketch,  belonging  unto  Mr.  John 
Smith  murdered.80 

‘  To  Mr.  Joseph  Hynmers  etc.  Councell. 

This  sheweth  that  we  do  hereby  upon  his  Worship’s  command  and  order  now  appeare, 
and  give  in  our  Declaration  concerning  the  barbarous  murdering  of  Mr.  John  Smith,  late 
Resident  in  Bengale  and  Chief  of  Dacca,  and  also  upon,  and  on  what  account,  we  the 
Subscribers  siezed  on  the  Ketch  Good  Hope,  in  the  road  of  Acheen,  Vizt. 

In  June  Anno  1679  the  11  day  was  taken  Prisoners  in  Acheen  6  Dutchmen,  which  was 
in  a  small  sloope,  come  from  Padom  [Padang],  and  was  bound  to  Paris  [Barus],  which  is  a 
place  upon  the  Sumatra  shore,  that  the  Dutch  hath  a  Factory,  which  two  daies  after 
Mr.  Bugden  and  Clement  Jordan  went  to  see,  and  enquired  what  news  abroad.  They  told  us 
that  there  was  two  Englishmen  came  ashore  in  a  small  Pro  from  a  sloope  that  came  from 
Bengale,  named  John  Coates  and  Gregory,  who  were  [?went]  to  the  Dutch  Chief  [and] 
complained  of  an  Hamburgo  which  was  Pilott,  how  that  this  Hamburgo,  named  George 
Johnson,  had  told  Mr.  John  Smith,  the  Merchant  and  Owner  of  the  Ketch,  that  they  two  were 
minded  to  kill  the  said  Mr.  Smith,  upon  which  the  said  Coates  hearing  Mr.  Smith  threatning 
him  very  much,  desired  of  Mr.  Smith  to  spare  him  the  small  Pro,  which  was  granted  him, 
and  a  Compass,  but  had  no  Victuals  nor  Water,  although  Mr.  Smith  spoke  to  this  George 
Johnson  to  give  them  what  necessary,  but  he  replyed  there  was  but  little  Water  and  Provi¬ 
sions  aboard,  therefore  would  not  spare  them  any.  And  presently  [immediately]  after  hapned 
a  great  Sumatra  or  Storme,87  which  had  almost  sunck  them,  but  with  Gods  Providence  they 
got  safe  there,  and  embarked  at  Padom  in  a  Dutch  Fly  Boat  for  Batavia;  and  about  10 
daies  afterward  there  came  a  Pro  from  Molacca  and  in  the  way  met  with  the  Ketch  Good 
Hope,  and  the  Noccada  [nakhuda,  skipper]  of  the  Pro,  and  some  men  of  his  went  aboard, 
and  was  told  by  two  of  the  Laskars  that  the  Pilot,  George  Johnson,  had  murdered  his 
Master,  and  they  thought  he  would  run  away  with  the  Vessell.  This  news  was  brought  to 
Padom,  and  six  Dutchmen  declared  this  to  us  in  Acheen,  the  13th  day  of  June  1679.  And 
on  the  2nd  July  following  the  said  George  Johnson  came  into  the  road  of  Acheen,  which 
John  Bugden  and  Clement  Jordan  went  aboard,  and  enquired  of  him  where  was  Mr.  Smith, 
Coates  and  Gregory.  He  replyed  that  Smith  had  sent  them  in  a  Pro,  and  after  that 
Mr.  Smith  dyed  mad.  We  asked  who  was  his  owner  of  the  Sloope.  He  answered  He  knew 
not,  and  at  10  a’  Clock  at  night  he  comes  into  the  River  of  Acheen,  and  steales  off  a  Butt 
of  Water  in  that  unseasonable  time,  without  having  paid  for  the  Queens  Chop,  which  made 
the  Country  people  to  come  and  demand  of  us  the  reason  of  his  so  doing,  and  under  English 
Colours.  Our  answer  was,  we  would  satisfye  them  further  the  next  day,  which  accord¬ 
ingly  we  did,  being  in  the  Morning,  John  Bugden  and  Clement  Jordan  went  on  Board  of  our 
Ketch  Sarah  and  carryed  our  Arms  along  with  us,  well  fixt  and  loden,  intending  and  resolved, 
as  we  are  the  King  of  Golcondahs  Subjects,  to  seize  upon  this  rogue,  George  Johnson, 
and  the  Vessell,  and  bring  him  to  Fort  St.  George,  for  to  answer  for  the  murder  he  had 
committed,  which  upon  suspition,  and  the  intelligence  we  had,  could  do  no  less  than  to 
sieze  upon  the  Vessell  and  that  rogue  George  Johnson;  which  when  we  had  taken  possess¬ 
ion,  examined  the  Laskars,  which  there  was  two  Men  that  then  belonged  to  the  Vessell, 

8(5  Mackenzie  MSS.,  Vol.  LII,  pp.  24-5. 

87  “  Sumatra,  sudden  squalls  .  .  .  which  are  common  in  the  narrow  sea  between  the  Malay 

Peninsula  and  the  island  of  Sumatra.”  Yule  and  Burnell,  Hob-son-J obson,  s.  v.  Sumatra. 
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declared  how  Mr.  Smith  was  murdered;  which  after  that  we  had  this  confirmation  from  the 
two  Laskars,  we  put  him  into  Irons,  and  therein  rotted  and  dyed  the  18th  December  1679 
in  the  way  from  Acheen  hither,  where  we  intended  for  this  Place,  for  to  answer  for  what 
he  had  done;  of  which  we  writt  a  Generali  to  the  Governour  and  Councell  from  Quedah  by 
Mr.  Barnes  concerning  our  proceedings,  Copies  of  which  is  already  delivered  to  your  Wor¬ 
ship  &c.  Councell,  and  also  an  Inventory  of  what  we  received  in  the  said  Ketch,  but  the 
charges  which  wre  have  been  at  since,  we  shall  deliver  also,  upon  your  demand,  which  we 
hope  will  be  allowed  and  accepted  of  from,  Worshipfull  Sir  &c.,  Your  very  humble 

Servants,  Clement  Jordan;  John  Bugden;  John  Hart. 

Given  under  our  hands  this  24th  of  December  1679  in  Fort  St.  George.” 

The  hint  regarding  the  refunding  of  “  charges”  incurred  in  bringing  the  Good  Hope  to 
Fort  St.  George  met  with  no  response.  Therefore  Jordan  and  his  partners  again  addressed 
the  Council  on  the  30th  December  : — 

Copie  of  the  Papers  delivered  and  signed  by  Clement  Jordan, 

John  Bugden  and  John  Hart.8S 

“  Worshipfull  Gentlemen;  we  are  daily  in  expectation  of  an  answer  to  a  Declaration  given 
by  us  already  about  the  murthering  of  Mr.  John  Smith,  and  also  of  our  siezing  the  Ketch 
Good  Hope  in  which  the  murder  was  done,  and  also  the  Person  named  George  Johnson. 
We  were  bringing  him  hither  to  this  place  in  Irons  for  Justice,  according  to  our  English 
Laws,  but  Gods  Judgment  lay  upon  him,  and  he  dyed  the  Eighteenth  day  of  December, 
three  dayes  before  our  arrivall,  miserably  eaten  up  with  the  Pox.  Therefore  we  entreat  of 
your  Worship  and  Councell  for  to  put  to  a  period,  and  give  us  what  Justice  (as  we  are  the 
King  of  Englands  Subjects)  that  is  our  due,  and  belongs  to  us  in  this  circumspect. 

Wee  are  now  at  great  charges,  which  we  cannot  prevent  untill  that  you  please  to  call 
and  examine  all  the  Laskars  which  belongs  now  to  the  Vessell;  which  will  be  much  better 
satisfaction  to  your  Worship  and  Councell  of  their  confirming  what  Descriptions  we  have 
already  given  about  the  said  Mr.  John  Smith  and  his  said  Ketch:  which  is  the  subject  of 
what  offers  from  them,  who  are  his  Masters  most  faithfull  Subjects,  and  your  Worships  &c. 
Councells  very  humble  Servants,  Clement  Jordan;  John  Bugden;  John  Hart. 

Dated  in  Fort  St.  George  the  30th  of  December  1679.” 

Accordingly,  on  the  1st  January  1680  the  witnesses  were  examined  “  touching  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Smith”*9  and  on  the  5th  the  Council  took  into  consideration  Jordan’s  claim 
for  reimbursement  of  expenses. 

Clement  Jordan,  John  Bugden,  and  John  Hart  their  Account  of  Expences 
on  the  Good  Hope  of  Mr.  John  Smith  read.90 

“  5  January  1679/80.  At  a  Consultation  at  Fort  St.  George.  This  day  was  read  in 
Consultation  an  Account  of  Expences  which  Clement  Jordan,  John  Bugden  and  John  Hart 
have  signed,  and  say  that  they  have  disbursed  on  the  Ship  Good  Hope  of  John  Smith 
murdered,  Amounting  to  Ryalls  of  Eight  '1334;j.  The  Councell  understands  not  that  John 
Smith  his  Estate  is  lyable  to  the  said  extravagant  Expence,  but  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
11614  Po3mlls  of  Eight  found  in  the  said  Vessell,  which  they  have  acknowledged  under 
their  hands,  ought  to  have  been  reserved  by  them  in  specie,  and  the  said  Vessell  to  have 

ss  Mackenzie  MSS.,  Vol  LII.,  p.  26. 

89  The  depositions  of  the  witnesses  are  among  the  records  at  Madras  (See  Madras  Press  List  for  1680 
No  890),  80  Mackenzie  MSS.,  Vol.  LII.,  pp.  26-27. 
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been  sold  for  the  most  she  would  have  yielded,  and  brought  to  the  Credit  of  John  Smith- 
deceased,  and  by  them  (in  the  Vessell  belonging  to  Mr.  Edmond  Bugden)  to  have  been  trans¬ 
ported  for  the  Coast  or  Bay,  and  there  to  be  surrendered  up  to  the  Honble.  Company’s 
Factors  ;  but  it  appears  on  the  contrary,  that  to  avoyd  6  or  7  Months  Expence  upon 
Mr.  Bugdens  Ship,  which  they  sould  in  Quedah,  thay  have  unwarrantably  brought  all  the 
charges  on  Mr.  Smith’s  Vessell;  the  farther  decysion  thereof  is  to  be  referred  to  the  Agent 
andCouncell's  consideration.  ” 

Streynsham  Master,  Agent  and  Governor  of  Fort  St.  George,  was  then  at  Masulipatam, 
and  the  Council  referred  the  matter  of  the  charge  on  Smith’s  estate  to  him.  On  the  9th 
January  1680  they  wrote  as  follows  :  91  “  The  21st  December  arived  here  Clement  Jordan, 
John  Bugden  and  John  Hart  from  Queda  in  a  vessell  of  Mr.  John  Smith,  on  which  vessell 
they  seized,  being  informed  that  George  J ohnson  and  Complices  had  murthered  detto  Smith 
in  the  said  vessell.  They  acknowledge  to  have  received  dollars,  or  Ryalls  8/8,  1161J, 
which  they  have  spent  on  the  said  vessell,  and  Ryalls  of  8/8,  172f  more  for  their  owne 
accomodation  to  returne  to  the  Coast,  having  sold  Mr.  Bugdens  vessell,  in  which  they  came 
from  the  Bay,  to  excuse  him  seven  months  charge.  By  Consultation  it  is  resolved  to  leave 
that  business  to  the  Agent  and  Coun  [cells]  decission,  and  to  keep  in  the  Honble.  Companys 
Iron  chest  Atchin  gold,  oz.  103-06-12,  belonging  to  Mr.  Edmund  Bugden,  till  the  Agents 
arivall,  we  not  knowing  that  the  said  Bugden  hath  made  satisfaction  as  to  the  Honoble. 
Companys  demands.” 

No  further  information  regarding  Smith’s  effects  in  India  appears  to  be  extant,  nor 
has  any  reference  to  his  tragical  end  been  discovered  among  the  Bengal  papers.  There 
must,  however,  have  been  some  correspondence  regarding  his  estate,  for  nine  years  later,  at 
a  Court  of  Committees  held  on  the  11th  May  1688,  it  was  ordered92  “  that  Richard  Hutchinson 
Senr.  Esq.  and  Mr.  Josia  Child  be  desired  to  examine  the  account  of  John  Smith  late 
Factor  in  the  Bay,  and  to  peruse  the  Companys  advises  concerning  his  behaviour  and  actings 
while  he  was  in  their  service  and  to  make  report.”  After  this  date  John  Smith’s  name 
finally  disappears  from  the  Company’s  records. 

91  Diaries  of  Streynsham  Master,  ed.  Temple,  II.  389-390.  92  Court  Minutes,  Vol.  35,  p.  128. 
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